FUNDAMENTAL NATURE OF RELIGION '

Voltaire must be thrown out if we would not
strain the ordinary use of language. Moreover,
there must be something solemn, serious, and
tender about any attitude which we denominate
Religion. If glad, it must not grin or snigger;
if sad, it must not scream or curse. The sallies
of a Schopenhauer and a Nietzsche lack the
purgatorial note which religious sadness gives
forth. And finally we must exclude also the
chilling reflections of Marcus Aurelius on the
eternal reason, as well as the passionate out-
cry of Job/l

But the battle against intellectualistic and
affectivistic conceptions of Religion is not yet
won. The recent definitions of Tiele and of
Kaftan show only too clearly how strong the
tendency remains to identify Religion with some
feeling or emotion.

As the amazing discrepancies and contradic-
tions offered by authorised definitions of Religion
arise, in my opinion, primarily from a faulty
psychology, a moment may profitably be devoted
to an untechnical statement of the present teach-
ing of that science upon the relation existing

1 The Varieties of Religious Experience, pp. 53, 38, abbrevi-
ated and rearranged.
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